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There has undoubtedly been great pressure on Khrush- 
chev for a considerable time to do something about our 
ring of bases , aggravated by our placing Jupiter missiles 
in IUrkey. 

g Wherever I treat during my visit to the Soviet Onion 
<in June 1S5S, even in Central Asia and Siberia, people 
;f§sked me, n why do you have your bases threatening to 
| Attack us? *e were such close allies during th& var. 
j^iy dcn # t you want to live in peace? " Since I had been 
highly publicized during the war, the Hussions approached 
\%fc as a friend. 

> 3 

| ^ In sty judgment, Khrushchev has keen under pressure 
jfro~ his military and from the «>re aggressive group to 
jti^e Cuba to counter T JS action and to offset the humilia- 
tion to which they consider they have been subjected by 
^£A»ciear bases close to their borders ♦ 

^ u Khrushchev frequently blabs in one way or another 
-V^lout what is discussed in Kremlin councils. An itec 
'z<$% particular interest in this connection is his statement 
w t±jat the soviet Union Bust now be dealt with as our e<juai 
in strength and that this has become more definite as a 
result of Soviet influence in the western Hemisphere, 
Another revealing statement was his res-ark to Robert Frost 
that democracies are too liberal to be able to act vigor* 
ously, inferring, too soft to attack* This sounds like the 
arguments of his tougher advisers when they were urging 
missile bases in Cuba. 


I have felt from the first time it was proposed that 
the placing of our missiles in XUrkey and Italy was 
cpunter-productive, both in our relations with the Soviet 
Union and domestically, particularly in Italy. This is 
especially so because. the missilas can. be de^trpjred so 
easily, but beyonfc jtkatj ifaky ^v^ : b^en; ik^iljUtiag to 
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Soviet pride la that they had to permit tuch a threat 
to exist ao near. 

I have also thought for sons years that alnce we 
were abandoning baaea 9 either because of local pressures 
or because they were no longer needed f they should hare 
been used in negotiations irlth the Soviet Union. 
Khrushchev could have aade political hay with his people 
to justify a tsore cooperative approach, if he could have 
maintained that these bases had been eliminated through 
his negotiation. 

Since 1941 1 have been convinced that we should do 
our best to reduce the influence of the tougher group 
in the Kresrlin councils to the advantage of those who 
vere cere cooperative. 

I recall in 1SA1 I reported to President Hoosevelt 
on my return froa Koacow that Kolotov was in the doghouse 
with i>t~lin because of the collapse of the mbbentrop 
Treaty , that he was a type with whos we could never deal, 
thct we should avoid doing anything to build hlx» up and 
attecpt to get hie pushed aside. In that visit to the 
Soviet Union I got italin to remove Curcansky as ^oi>assadcr 
to the United States and replace him with Litvincv. Cur- 
manski w^s rigid, whereas Litvinov of course was ©ore 
cooperative. 

r 

Hovever, these possibilities vere oot understood in 
aaahington. Kolotov ves invited to coae to the U.S. in 
the Spring of 1942 end treated vith greet dignity. He 
then vent to London end signed the pact vith the British. 
When I sev his again vith Stalin in August 1942 he no 
longer shoved signs of being vorried about his position. 
He vas In fact puffed up like a poisoned toad. 

f . The net of the above is that I strongly urge ve 
recognize the conflict that is undoubtedly going o,n 
vlthin the Soviet IKicSd', «£h^t*J$}piahciae%c ha sibfeeri" induced 
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to take this dangerous action *(n ^^ul*a* by the tougher 
group. Consequently* ire should handle the situation 
today In such a way as to o&ke it possible for Khrush- 
chev to save his oira face, to blame this tough group 
and to swing in the sore cooperative direction. I use 
the words "more cooperative 11 in the limited Coaauxxist 
BerxBe 9 not in its seanlng to us. 
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